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ABSTRACT Background: Non-small cell lung cancer is defined at the molecular level by mutations
and alterations to oncogenes, including AKT1, ALK, BRAF, EGFR, HER2, KRAS, MEK1, MET, NRAS,
PIK3CA, RET, and ROS1. A better understanding of non-small cell lung cancer requires a thorough con-
sideration of these oncogenes. However, the complexity of the problem arises from high-dimensional gene
vector space, which complicates the identification of cluster boundaries, and hence gene expression cluster
membership. This paper aims to analyze potential biological biomarkers for tumorigenesis in lung cancer
based on different treatment solutions. Results: Genes BRAF, RET, and ROS1 show an overexpression
transition by one cluster from non-treatment to treatment states, followed by a stabilization in the 3 treatment
states at the same cluster. Genes MET, ALK, and PIK3CA show an overexpression transition by two clusters
from non-treatment to treatment states, followed by a stabilization in the 3 treatment states at the same cluster.
SME1 shows an under-expression transition by two clusters from non-treatment to the treatment states, a
stabilization in the 3 treatment states at the same cluster. Conclusions: We present a novel fusion-based
approach for gene expression profiling of non-small cell lung cancer under non-thermal plasma treatment.
The main contribution of the proposed approach is to exploit Dempster–Shafer evidence theory-based data
fusion to combine information from different samples in the considered dataset. This minimizes uncertainty
and enhances the reliability and validity of decisions, leading to a better description of genes related to
non-small cell lung cancer. We also propose use of fuzzy c-means-with-range clustering to track changes of
genes’ states under different non-thermal plasma treatments.
INDEX TERMS Gene expression, Dempster Shafer, evidence theory, data fusion, clustering, non-small cell
lung cancer.
I. INTRODUCTION
DNA microarray has made the analysis of the dynamics and
interactions of thousands of genes simultaneously possible.
The inference of expression data is guided by the following
facts: 1) expression data are high dimensional and complex,
and 2) dynamic relations exist among thousands of genes
simultaneously and/or sequentially. Dynamic relations on one
hand may reveal cascade interactions between genes. Indeed,
the expression of one gene may alter the transcription rate
The associate editor coordinating the review of this manuscript and
approving it for publication was Bora Onat.
of another one. On the other hand, dynamic relations may
show coherent patterns (i.e. genes with similar expressions
suggest they are more likely co-regulating each other or to
be regulated by a parental gene). Expression data may also
show both cascade interactions and coherent patterns. Further
complicating the inference is the fact that sample profile-to-
gene profile ratio is typically very small.
Expression data can roughly be visualized as individual
cells or expression profiles. An individual cell in the gene
expression matrix represents the expression levels of each
gene under each sample or time point. An alternative to the
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individual cell representation of gene expression data is
expression profile representation. Following the expression
matrix structure and the fact that sample-to-gene ratio is
usually small, gene expression profile can be thought of as a
vector represented in the samples’ vector space. In addition,
the sample expression profile can be thought of as a vector
represented in the high-dimensional gene vector space.
Tumor suppressor gene (TSG) protects the cell from cancer
by controlling the cell cycle and promoting apoptosis through
a number of mechanisms. First, TSG has a repressive effect
on genes that dutifully controls cell cycle; therefore, this
repressive effect on the gene inhibits cell division. Second,
TSG tethers the DNA damage to the cell cycle, such that if
DNA damage occurs and cannot be repaired, the cell initiates
apoptosis.
The main goal of this paper is to analyze potential biolog-
ical biomarkers for tumorigenesis non-small cell lung cancer
based on different treatment solutions. The identification of
cluster boundaries and the membership of gene expression
clusters is known to be a difficult task due to the high
dimensionality of the gene vector space. We thus present a
novel fusion-based approach for gene expression profiling of
non-thermal plasma treatment of non-small cell lung cancer.
The proposed approach is based on data fusion and fuzzy
clustering to analyze genes’ clustering. The context of our
work is molecular expression profiling of biological biomark-
ers for non-small cell lung cancer.
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
In Section 2, we present related works. Section 3 describes
the considered dataset. In section 4, we detail the proposed
framework. Simulation results are presented in Section 5.
Finally, Section 6 concludes the paper and outlines some
future work directions.
II. RELATED WORKS
Clustering in the gene expression context helps to eluci-
date gene functions and reveal tumor typology [1]. The
aim of gene-based clustering techniques is the projection of
high-dimensional individual clusters to an optimal reduced
dimension of group clusters, to determine distinct gene
expression levels that can aid in the understanding of gene
functions. Sample-based clustering techniques search for
samples with similar expression patterns to specify different
(distinct) tumor types. Due to the small sample-to-gene ratio,
sample-based clustering is a challenging task [2]. In the liter-
ature, several works attempt to apply clustering techniques in
the gene expression context.
Microarray technology has made possible the measure-
ment of expression of thousands of genes simultaneously.
The process of identifying the number of informative genes
is crucial and is an area of intensive research. For exam-
ple, Fisher discriminant criterion (FDC), Cross projection
(CP) and discrete partition are measures studied by Cao and
Zhu [3] to identify genes that are predictive of clinical con-
ditions. However, the imprecision of state-of-the-art classi-
fication methods and uncertainties in the microarray data are
problems that need to be addressed. In their work, the authors
introduced a knowledge-based belief reasoning system (BRS)
to solve the problem of uncertainties in classification results.
This initially sorts the results of FDC, CP and DP of gene
values separately and picks up the top 5% of genes. Then,
Dempster-Shafer evidence fusion is performed on the candi-
date list to return the fusion genes.
A common challenge in hierarchal clustering is the
determination of the cut-off level or splitting level of the
dendrogram. The commonly fixed height branch split-level
is inflexible. Langfelder et al. [4] introduced flexible den-
drogram branch cutting methods, named the dynamic tree
cut package, which is available online. By combining hier-
archical clustering and partitioning-around medoid advan-
tages, dynamic cutting methods give better outlier detection.
The use of these methods was illustrated on simulated gene
expression data.
Richards et al. [5] compared results of four clustering
algorithms namely, CRC, k-means, ISA, and memISA on
datasets of microarray brain expression. The comparison
is based on three performance measures: speed, gene cov-
erage, and GO-enrichments. Although ISA and memISA
GO-enrichments slightly outperform k-means enrichments
but this is at the cost of gene coverage and speed. The authors
report that k-means outperforms the other three algorithms
with a gene coverage of 100%. However, combining k-means
and ISA or memISA can further improve the clustering per-
formance. The estimation of number of clusters for the PAM
clustering algorithm is crucial.
Wang et al. [6] addressed the issue of accurate estimation
of number of clusters in the PAM algorithm by introducing
a system evolution method. The authors proposed to analyze
cluster structures of a dataset from the viewpoint of a pseudo
thermodynamics system by using partitioning and merg-
ing processes. The experimental results of gene expression
demonstrate a good performance of the introduced system on
data structures (i.e. data structures are well separated or data
present a slightly overlapping structure).
Zhang and Sun [7] exploited evidence theory as one
of the mathematical theories to construct more informa-
tive gene regulatory networks (GRNs) by combining mul-
tiple biological data sources. Specifically, they proposed
to fuse transcription factor and gene expression data using
Dempster-Shafer evidence theory. In addition, a smooth
probabilistic model was applied to the transcription fac-
tor data while the Pearson correlation model was applied
to gene expression data. Finally, a dynamic Bayesian net-
work algorithm was used for learn, as part of the proposed
system.
Krejnik and Klema [8] proposed a methodology to impar-
tially verify the applicability of particular types of gene
clustering approaches. The verification was conducted as
part of a predictive classification framework and focussed
on prior biological knowledge-based functional clustering.
The analysis was performed in terms of gene expression
classification and used predictive accuracy as an unbiased
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performance measure. Features of biological samples that
originally corresponded to genes were replaced by fea-
tures that represented centroids of gene clusters, and then
used for classifier learning. The authors validated their
approach using 10 benchmark datasets and compared the
performance of their approach with existing clustering
methods.
Chen and Jian [9] presented a segmentation method for
clustering gene expression data based on graph-regularized
subspace. The goal of their approach was to combine graph
regularization with subspace segmentation, for modeling the
intrinsic geometrical structure of the data space. Specifically,
the authors used the Sylvester equation to find a global opti-
mal solution for segmentation of the graph regularized sub-
space. The proposed approach was evaluated using eight gene
expression datasets and compared with subspace segmenta-
tion methods, traditional clustering methods, and clustering
methods based on nonnegative matrix factorization.
Jiang et al. [10] proposed fuzzy c-means (FCM) clus-
tering based on weights and gene expression programming
to improve the performance of classical FCM. Specifically,
the authors first introduced a similarity calculation formula
to obtain the average entropy of data. Next, cluster centers
were computed through gene expression programming by
encoding them as chromosomes, in order to determine the
appropriate cluster centers. The approachwas validated based
on ten UCI datasets and compared to classical FCM results.
Dutta and Saha [11] explored the use of multi-objective
optimization based on genetic clustering techniques. The
objective was to classify genes into groups with respect
to their functional similarities and biological relevance.
Specifically, the authors developed a quality measure to
compute the goodness of gene-clusters, namely confidence
score of protein-protein interaction. Further, they proposed
multi-objective based clustering which employed integrated
information of expression values of microarray dataset
and protein-confidence score for protein interactions, in
order to select both statistically and biologically relevant
genes. Experiments were performed on three datasets of
real-life gene expression and results compared to existing
techniques.
Paul and Shill [12] proposed annotations for gene ontology
based on a semi-supervised clustering algorithm. The devel-
oped algorithm was termed GO fuzzy relational clustering,
in which one gene could be assigned to multiple clusters.
The algorithm utilised biological knowledge, available in the
form of a gene ontology, as prior knowledge, along with
the gene expression data. The prior knowledge was found
to help improve the coherence of the groups. The algorithm
was tested using two yeast datasets and results compared with
other state-of-the-art clustering algorithms.
III. DATASET
Plasma is one of the fundamental states of matter. It has gas
property (i.e. no definite shape or volume) and unlike solid
and liquid, is less dense [13]. It is created by a process called
TABLE 1. Dataset notations.
ionization, wherein atoms ormolecules of a gas acquire a neg-
ative or positive charge by heating, or are subjected to a strong
electromagnetic field at relatively very high temperature. This
process causes a gain or loss of electrons, which leads to
forming positively or negatively charged particles called ions.
Plasma can be thermal or non-thermal. Thermal plasma has
the same temperature for electrons, ions and neutrals. While
in non-thermal plasma, the temperature of electrons is higher
than that of ions and neutrals.
Recent technological advances have made the use of
non-thermal plasma in the medical field a reality. Cancer
arises as a disorder of one of the organs’ cell function, specif-
ically cell division. This causes an abnormal growth of cells
and can spread from one organ to another through a process
called metastases. Hou et al. [14] provided tumor cellular
gene expression profile of lung adenocarcinoma, upon treat-
ment with non-thermal atmospheric plasma. Their data pro-
vided the transcriptome of the tumor cell prior to treatment for
three cases (which we term samples in our work), as well as
the transcriptome upon short exposure, non-thermal plasma
treatment and long exposure, non-thermal plasma treatment
for each of the three samples. The transcriptomewas obtained
at different time points. Specifically, the short exposure for
non-thermal plasma treatment transcriptome of the tumor
cell was measured post 4 hours, while the long exposure for
non-thermal plasma treatment transcriptome was measured
post 1, 2 and 4 hours. This data is publicly accessible through
the NCBI Gene Expression Omnibus under GEO accession
number GSE59997.
The heat map in Figure 1 is constructed based on gene
expression analysis and gives an overview of the consid-
ered dataset. In the columns, we depict 15 dataset samples
(NT1 refers to NT sample 1, NT2 refers to NT sample 2,
NT3 refers to NT sample 3, SE1 refers to SE sample 1,
SE2 refers to SE sample 2, SE3 refers to SE sample 3,
LE1hr1 refers to LE post 1hr sample 1, LE1hr2 refers to LE
post 1hr sample 2, LE1hr3 refers to LE post 1hr sample 3,
LE2hr1 refers to LE post 2hr sample 1, LE2hr2 refers to LE
post 2hr sample 2, LE2hr3 refers to LE post 2hr sample 3,
LE4hr1 refers to LE post 4hr sample 1, LE4hr2 refers to LE
post 4hr sample 2 and LE4hr3 refers to LE post 4hr sample
3). In the rows, we depict values of genes (49395 genes in our
dataset).
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FIGURE 1. Heat map of the considered dataset.
FIGURE 2. Proposed framework.
IV. PROPOSED FRAMEWORK
Our proposed microarray framework based on gene expres-
sion fusion is presented in Figure 2. Individual stages in the
framework are described in Algorithm 1.
Next, in this section, and the next, we discuss details of the
framework showing in Figure 2, and Algorithm 1. As with
most clustering problems, we start by probing the clustering
tendency. This step aims to determine if the considered data
exhibits an intrinsic predisposition to cluster into distinct
groups. This step is performed for the non-treatment samples.
Here, we employ three techniques to measure the clustering
tendency. Two statistical techniques namely Hopkins [15]
and Cox-Lewis [16], and one visual technique namely Visual
Assessment of cluster Tendency (VAT) [17]. Since we have
three samples for the NT dataset, an ensemble-learning step
is needed to reach a hybrid decision on the cluster tendency
of this dataset. In the case of presence of a clustering structure
in our dataset, a further step is required to determine the
clustering cardinality.
The third step in our proposed approach is to perform a
fuzzy c-means clustering for the three NT samples [18], [19].
The main goal of this step is to compute masses needed in the
next fusion step. In this paper, the squared Euclidean distance
metric is used for fuzzy c-means clustering. The fusion is
based on evidence theory and allows combining the three NT
samples into a single clustering output, that gives a better
description of the NT dataset.
The last step performed for NT samples is determination
of upper and lower bounds for each cluster, obtained after
the fusion process. These bounds are then used for clustering
of the SE and LE samples. The SE treatment aims to deter-
mine changes in gene membership from NT and SE samples.
Therefore, the upper and lower bounds for each cluster in the
SE samples are taken to be the same for NT samples. Next,
we perform fuzzy c-means clustering while considering this
constraint. Evidence-then based fusion is then applied to the
results of clustering the three SE samples. The final step of
the SE treatment is to determine genes that preserved their
clusters in the NT and SE treatments.
The same process applied to the SE dataset is repeated for
the datasets LE post 1hr, post 2hr and post 4hr.
In this work, we are interested in discovering genes related
to non-small cell lung cancer. In the considered dataset,
we have two different non-thermal plasma treatments with
two doses: short exposure and long exposure. The goal is
to analyze the effect of different treatment strategies on the
non-small cell lung cancer genes. For each of the 5 states we
have (NT, SE, LE post 1hr, LE post 2hr and LE post 4hr),
three cases are present. The idea is to combine information
from three cases in each state into a single decision for each
state. This decision will depict a better description of genes
related to non-small cell lung cancer. The process of data
fusionwill ensure data integration from three cases to produce
more consistent and accurate information on genes related
to non-small cell lung cancer, than that provided by any
individual case.
The next section describes the main steps of the fusion
process and the fuzzy c-means-with-range clustering.
A. EVIDENCE FUSION PROCESS
A key contribution of this paper is to exploit advantages
of redundancies and complementarities between information
obtained by different data of gene-expression samples to pro-
pose more accurate and relevant decisions on the data. This
is ensured by employing evidence-fusion theory which aims
to address the uncertainty related to subjective judgements
provided by different data samples of the same treatment
(NT, SE and LE), to disregard incompatible and conflicting
opinions, and to incorporate information using belief struc-
tures. This will provide reliability and validity for resulting
decisions on gene expression data.
In this paper, we propose to fuse samples data using
the Dempster-Shafer method [20]–[23]. Let D (frame of
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Algorithm 1 FGEP (Fusion of Samples of Gene Expression
Profiling) Steps
1.Clustering tendency and cardinality
1.1 Clustering tendency based on control group
(Non-treatment) samples.
1.2 Ensemble learning for clustering tendency.
1.3 Clustering cardinality based on control group
(Non-treatment) samples.
2. Non-treatment
2.1 Apply fuzzy c-means clustering for each sample.
2.2 Fusion of 3 NT samples.
2.3After fusion for each cluster, we determine the upper
and lower bounds.
3. SE treatment
3.1 Apply a fuzzy c-means-with-range clustering
for each sample of SE.
3.2 Fusion of 3 SE samples.
3.3 Test the results (changes in gene membership)
between NT fusion and SE fusion.
4. LE treatment post 1hr
4.1 Apply LE post 1hr fuzzy c-means-with-range clus-
tering for each sample.
4.2 Fusion of 3 samples of LE post 1hr.
4.3 Test the results (changes in gene membership)
between NT fusion and LE post 1hr fusion.
5. LE Treatment post 2hr
5.1 Apply fuzzy c-means-with-range clustering
for each sample of LE post 2hr.
5.2 Fusion of 3 samples of LE post 2hr.
5.3 Test the results (changes in gene membership)
between NT fusion and LE post 2hr fusion.
6. LE Treatment post 4hr
6.1 Apply a fuzzy c-means-with-range clustering
for each sample of LE post 4hr.
6.2 Fusion of 3 samples of LE Post 4hr.
6.3 Test the results (changes in gene membership)
between NT fusion and LE Post 4hr fusion.
discernment) be a finite set. A mass function on D, where
D= {C1, C2, . . . , Cn}, Ci is the cluster i, and n is the number
of clusters, is a function m: 2D→[0,1].∑
A⊆D
m (A) = 1
The subsets A of D such that m(A) > 0 are called the focal
elements ofm. In our case, a mass functionm is used to model
samples’ beliefs about a gene X .
To each mass m can be associated a belief (Bel) and plau-













In this method, mass functions are combined using Demp-
ster’s orthogonal rule [24], [26]
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K represents the degree of conflict between samples.
The decision can be taken using one of several
rules [25], [26]:
• The maximum of plausibility is defined as
x ∈ Ci si Bel (Ci) (x)
= max{PLs (Ck) (x)}1 ≤ k ≤ n
• The maximum of belief is defined as
x ∈ Ci si Bel (Ci) (x)
= max{Bel (Ck) (x)}1 ≤ k ≤ n
The novel contribution presented here, is feeding the car-
dinality and the range for each cluster from fusion of NT
samples to SE and LE clustering. The next step is application
of fuzzy c-means-with-range clustering for each sample data
as outined below.
B. FUZZY C-MEANS-WITH-RANGE CLUSTERING
The main goal of fuzzy c-means-with-range clustering is to
perform clustering on the SE and LE data while considering
the range of each cluster obtained in the previous fusion step.
The proposed process consists of taking clusters result-
ing from the fusion of NT samples. Then, we compute, for
each obtained cluster, the lower and upper bounds for genes
belonging to the NT data that are part of the cluster. The next
step is to apply Dempster-Shafer based fusion to the resulting
fuzzy c-means-with-range clustering.
The same algorithmic steps for SE treatment are applied to
the LE treatment with its three states (post 1hr, post 2hrs, and
post 4hrs).
The final phase is to explore the presence of change in
the cluster size among the NT, SE and LE conditions. This
will acts as an indicator of the migration of part/all genes
from one cluster to another. Analyzing this migration and the
change in each individual gene membership score is used to
reveal the effect of non-thermal plasma treatment on tumor
transcriptome.
In summary, our proposed scheme, depicted in Figure
3 and Table 2, presents the clustering structure and gene
membership of the non-thermal plasma treatment dataset.
The aim is to represent the gene dynamics under the three
conditions; starting with an initial clustering structure of
the non-treatment condition, that is used as an indicator
of the cardinality of clustering solutions, and cluster range for
the conditions. After determining the cardinality and range
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FIGURE 3. Fusion clustering scheme.
TABLE 2. Clustering boundaries.
of clusters, we apply the clustering algorithm to reveal the
clustering structure or solution for both SE and LE. The result
is three clustering structures with the same cardinality and
range. Finally, we look for any consensus among the cluster-
ing solutions of NT, SE and LE for gene cluster membership.
V. EXPERIMENTS
In this section, a set of experiments are conducted to validate
our proposed approach. We start by examining the cluster
tendency of the dataset and compute the optimal number of
clusters. Next, fuzzy clustering with range and fusion are
applied to SE, LE post 1hr, LE post 2hr, and LE post 4hrs.
The goal of this step is to determine stable/unstable genes.
Finally, an interpretation of the obtained results is presented.
The experiments were carried out using Matlab R2016b and
performed on a laptop computer with an Intel Core i7-6600U
CPU@ 2.60 GHz-2.40GHz (4CPUs), 8GB of RAM, 512GB
SSD, and a Windows 10 OS.
A. CLUSTERING TENDENCY AND CARDINALITY
The first step in the proposed approach is examining the
cluster tendency of the NT condition of non-thermal plasma
treatment data. We used the two statistical indices (Hopkins
and Cox Lewis), and visual technique VAT for the three NT
samples. Table 3 depicts values of Hopkins and Cox Lewis
indices for the three NT samples. Figure 4 shows output
images of theVAT algorithm for the threeNT samples.Cluster
tendency values depicted in Table 3 and results of the VAT
algorithm convey a plausible evidence of the presence of
clustering structure in the NT data.
TABLE 3. Clustering tendency indices.
FIGURE 4. VAT images for the NT samples.
FIGURE 5. Optimal number of clusters given by the Calinski method.
The next step is to determine the number of clusters. Since
we do not have any prespecified structure to compare with,
we used only internal validation indices to determine cluster
cardinality. The cluster cardinality is determined by a com-
binatorial decision from the three NT samples. We present
below the internal validation indices for NT sample 1. The
same process is repeated for NT samples 2 and 3. We used
three indices: Calinski, Davies Bouldin and Silhouette under
different clustering schemes and searched for the optimal
number of clusters. The optimal number of clusters for Calin-
ski was found to be 10 with Calinski value of 3.75, as shown
in Figure 5. The Davis Bouldin index achieves a minimum
value slightly above 0.51 at 8 clusters as illustrated in Fig-
ure 6. Figure 7 shows the optimal silhouette value at 2 clusters
where it is at a maximum. An average silhouette width close
to one indicates a strong cluster structure; the silhouette value
at 2 clusters is 0.78.
In order to achieve a robust cluster cardinality combining
results from three above indices, we propose an ensemble of
internal validity index. Specifically, to use the three internal





Figure 8 presents the optimal number of clusters, that is 4,
corresponding to the highest index value slightly below 0.6.
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FIGURE 6. Optimal number of clusters given by the Davies Bouldin
method.
FIGURE 7. Optimal number of clusters given by the Silhouette method.
FIGURE 8. Proposed optimal number of clusters.
The same process is repeated for NT samples 2 and 3. The
optimal number of clusters for the clustering solution is found
to be 4.
B. NT DATA CLUSTERING AND EVIDENCE FUSION
The first step applies fuzzy c-means clustering to each NT
sample. Table 4 depicts the range of the 4 clusters and the
number of genes belonging to each cluster. As can be seen
from Table 1, C1 is bounded between 2.7 to slightly above
5, C2 is bounded between 5 and 7.2, C3 is bounded between
7.2 to slightly above 9.7 and C4 is bounded between 9.7 and
15.1. Moreover, C1 can be seen to be the biggest cluster for
the three NT samples, comprising 19011 genes for NT sample
1, 15888 genes for NT sample 2 and 19080 genes for NT
sample 3. Whereas, the smallest cluster is C4 comprising
5309 genes for NT sample 1, 5180 genes for NT sample 2 and
TABLE 4. Cluster boundaries and number of genes for the NT group.
TABLE 5. Cluster solution and number of genes for fusion of samples of
LE post 1hr, LE post 2hr and LE post 4hr.
5365 genes for NT sample 3. Results of the three NT samples
are combined using evidence theory fusion technique, with
fusion results depicted in the last column in Table 4. The
fusion of NT samples can be seen to sustain the cluster
boundaries where C1 is still bounded between 2.7635 to
5.0882with the biggest cluster comprising 17000 genes, C2 is
the second biggest cluster with 140369 genes and bounded
between 5.0904 and 7.2614, C3 has 13867 genes with expres-
sion profiles between 7.2618 and 9.9480, and finally C4 is
the smallest cluster of 4489 genes with expression values
bounded between 9.9490 and 15.0773.
C. GENERALIZATION OF CLUSTERING AND FUSION
The cluster boundaries after the fusion of NT samples now
act as a prespecified clustering structure for the SE post 4hrs,
LE post 1hr, LE post 2hrs and LE post 4hrs. Next, we perform
clustering for each sample while considering the boundaries
of each cluster that were obtained above. Results of fusion
of the three samples of LE post 1hr are presented in Table 5.
In the samemanner, the fusion of three LE post 2hrs and three
LE post 4hrs samples are illustrated in Table 5. The fusion
results reveal a very close cluster gene size under all 3 LE
states, with C1 ranging from 12907 to 12912 genes, C2 from
11824 to 11855 genes, C3 from 11850 to 11872 genes and
C4 from 12783 to 12796 genes.
D. VALIDATION AND INTERPRETATION
Using a microarray-based approach, Hou et al. [14]
analyzed the cellular gene expression profile of lung
adenocarcinoma A549 cells upon treatment with non-thermal
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TABLE 6. Matrix of gene change proposed by Hou et al. [14].
TABLE 7. Matrix of gene change proposed by our approach.
plasma. They focused on finding plasma-associated molecu-
lar signatures to elucidate the impact of NTP on the transcrip-
tome of this tumor cell.
Even though survival of the 3-min treatment group
decreased to only approximately 20 % at 4h post exposure,
when compared to sham control, the RNA integrity num-
ber (RIN) still showed that RNA was not degraded and had
sufficiently high quality for further analysis (data not shown).
With the selection criteria mentioned above, 1209 differ-
entially expressed genes were obtained for all time points.
Specifically, at 4h after 1-min NTP treatment, 802 genes
(559 down-regulated and 243 genes) showed significant
expression according to the preset criteria (with fold changes
more than 1.2, and FDR p-value less than 0.05), whereas
only 10 genes (10 down-regulated genes), 132 genes (109
down-regulated and 23 up-regulated genes) and 773 genes
(684 down-regulated and 89 up-regulated genes) expressed
at 1h, 2h and 4h, respectively, after 3-min NTP exposures.
These data have been deposited in NCBI’s Gene Expression
Omnibus and are accessible through GEO Series accession
number GSE59997. A complete overview of the differentially
regulated genes can be obtained using GEO2R or other soft-
ware. Table 6 summarizes the above-described results.
Based on our approach, the number of genes changing
their cluster membership between two states or conditions is
presented in Table 7. It is seminal to clarify that this gene
membership comparison is based on the fusion of the three
states under consideration. That is, this comparison is for
the fusion of NT, fusion of SE, fusion of LE states, and not
for samples 1, 2 and 3 of each condition. The comparison
reveals interesting results, with 36999 genes changing clus-
ter membership from NT to LE post 1hr. There is also an
eminent decline in the number of genes that changed their
cluster membership from LE post 1hr to LE post 2hr, to only
4039 genes. Further, 899 more genes joined the 4039 genes
to change their cluster membership from LE post 2hr to LE
post 4hr.
Non-small cell lung cancer is defined at the molecular
level by mutations and alterations to oncogenes including
AKT1, ALK, BRAF, EGFR, HER2, KRAS, MEK1, MET,
NRAS, PIK3CA, RET and ROS1. In Table 8, we present a
molecular expression profiling of the biological biomarkers
TABLE 8. NSLC oncogenes molecular profiling.
for non-small cell lung cell cancer due to fusion of NT,
LE post 1hr, LE post 2hr and LE post 4hr.
Genes BRAF, RET and ROS1 show an overexpression
transition by one cluster from NT to LE states, followed by
a stabilization in the 3 LE states at the same cluster. BRAF
move from C1 to C2 while both RET and ROS1 move from
C2 to C3.
Genes MET, ALK and PIK3CA show an overexpression
transition by two clusters from NT to LE states, and a stabi-
lization in the 3 LE states at the same cluster. MET moves
from C1 to C3 and C4, ALK moves from C2 to C4 while
PIK3CA moves from C1 to C3.
SME1 shows an under-expression transition by two clus-
ters from NT to LE states, followed by a stabilization in the
3 LE states at the same cluster. SME1 moves from C4 to C2.
VI. CONCLUSION
In this paper, we presented a novel fusion-based approach for
gene expression profiling in non-small cell lung cancer. The
goal was to discover genes related to non-small cell lung can-
cer. The main contribution was to exploit Dempster-Shafer
evidence theory-based data fusion to integrate data from dif-
ferent cases in the considered dataset to provide clinicians
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with more consistent and accurate information, than can be
offered by any individual case. In addition, we proposed use
of fuzzy c-means-with-range clustering to track changes of
genes’ states under different non-thermal plasma treatments.
Experiments depicted potential biological biomarkers for
tumorigenesis of lung cancer. Oncogenes BRAF, RET, ROS1,
MET, ALK and PIK3CA were found to exhibit an overex-
pression transition from non-treatment to non-thermal plasma
treatment state. SME1 is the only gene exhibiting a suppres-
sion from the NT state to the LE states. However, an eminent
gene expression consistency in the non-thermal plasma treat-
ment state at post 1hr, 2hr and 4hr was observed for all genes.
For future work, we plan to use more cases studies and
test the performance of our proposed approach on different
datasets. Additionally, we plan to introduce a mathematical
model that can simulate dynamics of gene expression pro-
files and integrate it with qualitative counterpart evidence
fusion clustering. Further, our current work on uncertainty
modeling can be extended as it is a first attempt to model
uncertainty related to gene expression based on data fusion.
Our proposed process is composed of many steps, with each
step is a source of uncertainty. This uncertainty can be prop-
agated from one-step to another, which can influence the
final decision on genes related to non-small cell lung cancer.
Integrating uncertainty propagation in our proposed approach
will constitute a further challenging perspective for other
related works [27]–[29].
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